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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

In response to applicant's amendment received 1 1/15/06, all requested changes 
have been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, filed 1 1/15/06 with respect to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 
have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been 
withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made 
in view of the previously cited Fischer reference and a new reference Matsuura et al 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,960,796). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

I. Claims 1-5 and 8-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fischer (U.S. Patent No. 6,762,852) in view of Matsuura et al (U.S. Patent No. 
6,930,796). 
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Regarding claims 1, 8 and 10, Fischer discloses an image processing apparatus 
that is connected to a plurality of printers through a network and that transmits a print 
job including image data to any of the printers, the image processing apparatus 
comprising: 

a memory that stores paper sizes available in each printer connected to the 
network such that paper size information is associated to each printer; (Fig. 2) 

The Fischer reference discloses a method of printing a document using the best 
available printer using criteria such as size (column 4, lines 48-56), but not multiple 
image size information. 

Thus, it does not explicitly disclose "an obtaining unit that obtains multiple image 
size information regarding a print job; 

a comparator that compares all of the image sizes in the print job with the paper 
sizes available in each printer to determine which-single printer is most compatible with 
the entire print job;" 

However, Matsuura discloses in column 4, lines 13-18 that the printer obtains a 
document with mixed sizes. As mentioned above, the Fischer reference teaches the 
selection of the best printer for a print job. Matsuura simply discloses one type of printer 
that can be inputted into the Fischer system for printing multiple sized pages in a print 
job. 

Fischer and Matsuura are combinable because both are in the art of printing a 
document in using an optimal printer. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have used a printing machine like that of Matsuura in Fischer's 
network to enable users to print jobs with different sized pages. 

The motivation would have been to allow a user more customization when 
printing a particular document. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Fischer and Matsuura to 
obtain the invention as specified. 

Fischer also discloses a selector that selects a printer to which the print job is 
sent based on the comparison results obtained by the comparator; (Fig. 3, S5, S6, S8) 
and 

a transmitter that transmits the print job to the selected printer selected by the 
selector. (Fig. 3, S9, S10) 

Regarding claim 2, Fischer discloses wherein the selector selects a printer that 
has all of the paper sizes that match the image sizes. (Fig. 3, S5, S6) Again, from claim 
1 above, the Matsuura reference addressed the idea of having multiple page sizes in a 
print job. 

Regarding claims 3, 9 and 1 1 , Fischer discloses wherein the selector selects a 
printer that has the most paper sizes that match the image sizes. (Fig. 3, S5, S6, 
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column 4, lines 57-60). Again, from claim 1 above, the Matsuura reference addressed 
the idea of having multiple page sizes in a print job. 

Regarding claim 4, The Fischer reference discloses a method of printing a 
document using the best available printer using criteria such as size , but does not 
disclose a printer that can accept additional sized paper. 

It does not explicitly disclose "where none of the printers has all of the paper 
sizes that match the image sizes, the selector selects a printer that has a paper supply 
device through which paper of additional sizes may be inserted in the printer." 

However, Matsuura discloses in column 5, lines 32-44 discloses that if no 
available appropriate paper size is available, printing can be forced. However, these 
forced pages can be printed on the appropriate sized paper when they have been 
provided to the printer. 

Fischer and Matsuura are combinable because both are in the art of printing 
documents. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have improved Fischer's invention by using Matsuura's printer to 
enable printing of a document with multiple sized pages. 

The motivation would have been to increase the flexibility of Fischer's printing 
system by allowing it to print additional types of documents. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Fischer and Matsuura to 
obtain the invention as specified. 
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Regarding claim 5, The Fischer reference discloses a method of printing a 
document using the best available printer using criteria such as size , but does not 
disclose a printer that can accept additional sized paper. 

It does not explicitly disclose "notification means that notifies an user of that size 
of paper that is inserted in the paper supply device when the paper supply device is 
selected.." 

However, Matsuura discloses in Fig. 3 a notification means that says A3 paper 
needs to be supplied. In Fig. 6, S36, there is a check for whether the required paper is 
supplied. Although this does not explicitly disclose that there is a notification that A3 
paper has been supplied, one of ordinary skill in the art knows that notifications such as 
pop up messages can be easily created to state that the A3 paper has been supplied. 

Fischer and Matsuura are combinable because both are in the art of printing 
documents. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have improved Fischer's invention by using Matsuura's 
notification system. 

The motivation would have been to allow a user to know when the printer has 
been loaded with the appropriate sized paper for printing. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Fischer and Matsuura to 
obtain the invention as specified. 
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Regarding claim 6, The Fischer and Matsuura references discloses systems for 
printing documents. 

It does not explicitly disclose "wherein said device has notification means that 
notifies the user of all of the image sizes." 

However, Matsuura discloses in column 4, lines 19-28 that the size of each page 
is determined. In Fig. 4, there is a figure that displays which pages need to be force 
printed because the correct sized paper is not available in the printer. From the 
mentioned disclosure, it would be obvious to be able to have a notification of all the 
image sizes. It would simply be displaying the information that the image processing 
apparatus in Matsuura would already know. 

Fischer and Matsuura are combinable because both are in the art of printing 
documents. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have a notification of all the image sizes 

The motivation would have been to provide a user information regarding a print 
job for facilitating the printing of the job. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Fischer and Matsuura to 
obtain the invention as specified. 

II. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fischer 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,762,852) in view of Matsuura (U.S. Patent No. 6,930,796) and further 
in view of Shima (U.S. Patent No. 6,369,909). 
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The Fischer reference discloses a method of printing a document using the best 
available printer using criteria such as size (column 4, lines 48-56), but not multiple 
image size information. 

It does not explicitly disclose "wherein data is communicated between the 
printers in order to store in the memory the information regarding the paper sizes 
available in each printer." 

However, Shima discloses in the abstract that a printer can obtain performance 
attributes of other printers and relay it to a host. Fig. 13 and column 23, lines 58-67 and 
column 14, lines 1-13 discusses these attributes, one of which is paper size. 

Fischer and Shima are combinable because both are in the art of using an 
optimal printer to print a document based upon document attributes. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have enabled printers in Fischer to communicate to each other. 

The motivation would be to reduce the amount of work on a print server if one 
printer were able to gather information about other printers on the network and relay the 
attribute information of all the printers to a print server without necessarily having the 
print server querying all the printers for attribute information. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Fischer and Shima to obtain 
the invention as specified. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yixing Qin whose telephone number is (571 )272-7381 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Twyler Lamb can be reached on (571 )272-7406. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained, from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you. have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




